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Status 

1 )IEI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 January 201 1 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of the figure 2 species in the reply filed on 14 January 
2011 is acknowledged. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Reference to the claims 
from the specification appears improper (ex. page 1, lines 2, 3, 20;page 2, line 2). The written 
description should not look to the claims to define the invention. Further, the claims applicant 
references are not yet patent claims. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one of more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-19 and 25-30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
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In claim 1, line 1, setting forth that the wiper system is "particularly for. . ." leads to 
confusion as to whether the at least three connections are required or not, especially when line 4 
appears to require at least one of such connections byway of "the fixings". In line 4, there is no 
antecedent basis for "the fixings", f urther, it is unclear whether such fixings are part of the wiper 
system or part of the motor vehicle. Such leads to confusion as to exactly what structure is being 
claim in claim 1. In line 8, there is no antecedent basis for "the area". 

In claim 2, line 2, use of "groove-like" appears indefinite since it is not clear exactly what 
structure is considered "like" a groove. 

In claim 5, line 3, there is no antecedent basis for "the locking area". 

In claim 9, line 3, there is no antecedent basis for "the at least one locking area". In line 4, 
there is no antecedent basis for "contact surfaces". 

In claim 10, line 3, use of "flange-like" appears indefinite since it is not clear exactly what 
structure is considered "like" a flange. 

In claim 14, line 2, there is no antecedent basis for "the fixing elements". 

In claim 15, line 2, there is no antecedent basis for "the fixing elements". Additionally, 
defining that the fixing elements are now arranged on the bodywork side and the openings on the 
wiper system appears improper. Claim 1 has already set forth the wiper system as having the 
grommet for insertion into the attachment or fixing hole. It appears indefinite to attempt to reverse 
this construction. 

In claim 16, line 2, there is no antecedent basis for "the volume", both occurrences. 
In claim 17, lines 4-5, it appears the grommet is being defined as designed for engagement 
with at least one projection when such projection is part of the grommet. Such appears improper. 
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In claim 25, lines 2-3, there is no antecedent basis for "the at least one locking area". In line 
3, there is no antecedent basis for "contact surfaces". In line 4, there is no antecedent basis for "the 
grommet side". 

In claim 26, line 2, use of "flange-like" appears indefinite since it is not clear exact.lv w hat 
structure is considered like a flange. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the 
contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made 
in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-19 and 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schmid et al (US patent application publication 2004/0021335) in view of Mitomi (US patent 
4,675,937). 
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The publication to Schmid discloses the invention substantially as is claimed. Schmid 
discloses a windscreen wiper system (10,fig.l) for motor vehicles and includes three screw- free 
connections (29). The connections include elastic grommets (38) provided on pegs (32,34,36) on 
the wiper system for insertion into fixing holes (54,56,58) on the vehicle bodywork. Bolts (40) act to 
secure the grommets to the pegs. 

The publication to Schmid discloses all of the above recited subject matter with the 
exception of the grommet including a cavity arranged radially inwardly opposite a projection thereon 
which engages the fixing holes. 

The patent to Mitomi discloses attachment of a component (B) to a vehicle body (A). The 
attachment includes a grommet (1) used to connect a peg (b) of the component (B) to a hole (a) 
within the vehicle body (A). The grommet includes projections (3,4) acting as catches for 
engagement with the vehicle body. The projections define contact surfaces for engagement with or 
gripping surfaces on each side of the fixing hole (a). Such contact surfaces are spaced no more than 
equal to an axial distance between the surfaces on the fixing hole (see fig. 7). The grommet further 
includes a cavities disposed radially inwardly with respect to the projections. One cavity is defined 
under the projection (3) and between the projection (3) and an outer wall of the grommet. Another 
cavity (5) is defined between the outer wall of the grommet and the inner wall (6) of the grommet. 
The cavity (5) is arranged radially inwardly of both projections (3,4). A locking plate (11) is provided 
in the grommet and enables tool free attachment for locking the peg of the component with the 
grommet and thus the vehicle. The peg (b) includes "back cuts" thereon to define a stepped taper 
area (fig. 7). 
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It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art to employ or substitute a peg and 
grommet as suggested by Mitomi for the peg/grommet attachments in the wiper system of Schmid 
to eliminate the need for bolts to secure the grommets with the pegs. Such would enable simplified 
assembly by providing for tool free assembly of the grommets with the pegs. 

With respect to claims 2 and 18, the cavities of Mitomi are considered to be "groove-like" 
cutouts, at least as far as defined. 

With respect to claims 3 and 19, the cavity under the projection (3) is open towards the 
circumference of the grommet (see fig.l). 

With respect to claim 6, projection (3) appears as circular-shaped. 

With respect to claims 10 and 26, the outer wall of the grommet set forth by Mitomi is 
considered a flange-like grommet section which defines the further contact surface on the 
projections (4). 

With respect to claims 13 and 29, the stepped taper of the peg set forth by Mitomi is 
considered as a groove in the peg which accepts the grommet. 

With respect to claims 16 and 30, at least the volume of cavity (5) is at least equal to the 
volume of the projections (3,4). See figure 1. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Gary K. Graham whose telephone number is 571-272-1274. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Tuesday to Friday (7:00-5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Monica S. Carter can be reached on 571-272-4475. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/ Gary K Graham/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3727 



GKG 

28 March 2011 



